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Responses to Comment Set 31 
31-1 Table A-1 (Permits Required) has been revised with this Final EIR to show that a discretionary 

easement and an encroachment permit would be required by the East Bay Regional Parks 
District (see Section 4, changes to page A-1).  Potential impacts related to construction 
activities in the vicinity of Waterbird Regional Preserve are addressed in the Draft EIR with 
appropriate mitigation measures.  The lands of the Parks District are identified in Section D.9 
(Land Use, Public Recreation, and Special Interest Areas) in Table D.9-3 of the Draft EIR, and 
Impact LU-1: Pipeline Construction Disturbance to Sensitive Land Uses (Draft EIR, page 
D.9-18) and Impact T-2: Construction Restricting Property Access (Draft EIR, page D.12-11) 
address the potentially adverse affects of temporary disruption of access to visitors of the Parks 
District property.  Potential impacts to biological resources and appropriate mitigation measures 
are set forth in Section D.4 (Biological Resources) of the Draft EIR.  These include Impact 
BB-6: Weed Invasion Affecting Special Status Plant Species, Upland Vegetation, and / or 
Wetlands (Draft EIR, page D.4-46) and Impact BW-4: Wildlife Disturbance from Increased 
Human Presence (Draft EIR, page D.4-57), which address impacts to vegetation and wildlife 
during construction.   

31-2 In the Draft EIR, Section D.2.3.7, four locations are analyzed for site-specific results during 
spill scenarios.  McNabney Marsh and Pacheco Slough are not included for site specific 
analysis in the Draft EIR because it would be impractical to analyze every location along the 
pipeline.  Although these locations are not specifically evaluated, Table D.2-9 (Draft EIR, page 
D.2-11) provides data that may be used to analyze accident impacts at any site along the 
system.  Table D.2-9 (Column C) provides the anticipated number of various release volumes 
for any one-mile segment of the proposed pipeline, over the project’s 50-year life.  For 
example, 0.042 unintentional releases of 100 barrels or more are anticipated from any one-mile 
pipe segment.  Should the McNabney Marsh be affected by a spill from only one-half mile of 
pipeline, 0.021 (0.5 miles times 0.042 incidents per mile) unintentional releases of 100 barrels 
or more would be anticipated over the project’s 50-year life.  The data presented in Table 
D.2-9 may be used to estimate the anticipated likelihood of various sized events, for any length 
of pipeline, for the proposed 20-inch diameter line. 

31-3 The CSLC appreciates receiving a copy of the Waterbird Regional Park Land Use plan, which 
will be included in the project files and in the CSLC environmental resources reference library. 

 


